EBSCOhost http://web.ebscohost.com/ehost/delivery?sid=4653f62c-ece2-4a80-b6...

Code Name Verity by Elizabeth Wein- Treatment of prisoners (article 1 of 2)

EBSCO Publishing Citation Format: MLA (Modern Language Assoc.):

NOTE: Review the instructions at http://support.ebsco.com/help/?int=ehost&lang=_&feature_id=MLA and
make any necessary corrections before using. Pay special attention to personal names, capitalization,
and dates. Always consult your library resources for the exact formatting and punctuation guidelines.

Works Cited

Petula, Dvorak. "Fort Hunt's Quiet Men Break Silence on WWIL." Washington Post, The n.d.: Newspaper
Source. Web. 13 Aug. 2013.

<!--Additional Information:

Persistent link to this record (Permalink): http://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&db=nfh&

AN=WPT243307360607&site=ehost-live

End of citation-->

Fort Hunt's Quiet Men Break Silence on WWII
Interrogators Fought 'Battle of Wits'
Section: , AO1

For six decades, they held their silence.

The group of World War Il veterans kept a military code and the decorum of their generation,
telling virtually no one of their top-secret work interrogating Nazi prisoners of war at Fort Hunt.

When about two dozen veterans got together yesterday for the first time since the 1940s, many of
the proud men lamented the chasm between the way they conducted interrogations during the war
and the harsh measures used today in questioning terrorism suspects.

Back then, they and their commanders wrestled with the morality of bugging prisoners' cells with
listening devices. They felt bad about censoring letters. They took prisoners out for steak dinners
to soften them up. They played games with them.

"We got more information out of a German general with a game of chess or Ping-Pong than they
do today, with their torture," said Henry Kolm, 90, an MIT physicist who had been assigned to play
chess in Germany with Hitler 's deputy, Rudolf Hess.

Blunt criticism of modern enemy interrogations was a common refrain at the ceremonies held
beside the Potomac River near Alexandria. Across the river, President Bush defended his
administration's methods of detaining and questioning terrorism suspects during an Oval Office
appearance.

Several of the veterans, all men in their 80s and 90s, denounced the controversial techniques. And
when the time came for them to accept honors from the Army's Freedom Team Salute, one
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veteran refused, citing his opposition to the war in Iraq and procedures that have been used at
Guantanamo Bay in Cuba .

"| feel like the military is using us to say, 'We did spooky stuff then, so it's okay to do it now,' " said
Arno Mayer, 81, a professor of European history at Princeton University .

When Peter Weiss, 82, went up to receive his award, he commandeered the microphone and
gave his piece. '

"| am deeply honored to be here, but | want to make it clear that my presence here is not in
support of the current war," said Weiss, chairman of the Lawyers' Committee on Nuclear Policy
and a human rights and trademark lawyer in New York City .

The veterans of P.O. Box 1142, a top-secret installation in Fairfax County that went only by its
postal code name, were brought back to Fort Hunt by park rangers who are piecing together a
portrait of what happened there during the war.

Nearly 4,000 prisoners of war, most of them German scientists and submariners, were brought in
for questioning for days, even weeks, before their presence was reported to the Red Cross , a
process that did not comply with the Geneva Conventions. Many of the interrogators were
refugees from the Third Reich .

"We did it with a certain amount of respect and justice," said John Gunther Dean, 81, who became
a career Foreign Service officer and ambassador to Denmark .

The interrogators had standards that remain a source of pride and honor.

"During the many interrogations, | never laid hands on anyone," said George Frenkel, 87, of
Kensington . "We extracted information in a battle of the wits. I'm proud to say | never
compromised my humanity."

Exactly what went on behind the barbed-wire fences of Fort Hunt has been a mystery that has
lured amateur historians and curious neighbors for decades.

During the war, nearby residents watched buses with darkened windows roar toward the fort day
and night. They couldn't have imagined that groundbreaking secrets in rocketry, microwave
technology and submarine tactics were being peeled apart right on the grounds that are now a
popular picnic area where moonbounces mushroom every weekend.

When Vincent Santucci arrived at the National Park Service 's George Washington Memorial
Parkway office as chief ranger four years ago, he asked his cultural resource specialist, Brandon
Bies, to do some research so they could post signs throughout the park, explaining its history and
giving it a bit more dignity.

That assignment changed dramatically when ranger Dana Dierkes was leading a tour of the park
one day and someone told her about a rumored Fort Hunt veteran.

It was Fred Michel, who worked in engineering in Alexandria for 65 years, never telling his
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neighbors that he once faced off with prisoners and pried wartime secrets from them.
Michel directed them to other vets, and they remembered others.

Bies went from being a ranger researching mountains of topics in stacks of papers to flying
across the country, camera and klieg lights in tow, to document the fading memories of veterans.

He, Santucci and others have spent hours trying to sharpen the focus of gauzy memories, coaxing
complex details from men who swore on their generation's honor to never speak of the work they
did at P.O. Box 1142.

"The National Park Service is committed to telling your story, and now it belongs to the nation,"
said David Vela, superintendent of the George Washington Memorial Parkway.

There is a deadline. Each day, about 1,100 World War Il veterans die, said Jean Davis,
spokeswoman for the U.S. Army 's Freedom Team Salute program, which recognizes veterans
and the parents, spouses and employers who provide support for active-duty soldiers.

By gathering at Fort Hunt yesterday, the quiet men could be saluted for the work they did so long
ago.

2007 (c) The Washington Post. All rights reserved.
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NEWS

Investigative Unit

CIA's Harsh Interrogation Techniques Described
Nov. 18, 2005

By BRIAN ROSS and RICHARD ESPQOSITO

ABC News Chief Investigative Correspondent

Harsh interrogation techniques authorized by top officials of the CIA have led to questionable
confessions and the death of a detainee since the techniques were first authorized in mid-March 2002,
ABC News has been told by former and current intelligence officers and supervisors.

They say they are revealing specific details of the techniques, and their impact on confessions, because
the public needs to know the direction their agency has chosen. All gave their accounts on the condition
that their names and identities not be revealed. Portions of their accounts are corrobrated by public
statements of former CIA officers and by reports recently published that cite a classified CIA Inspector
General's report.

Other portions of their accounts echo the accounts of escaped prisoners from one CIA prison in
Afghanistan.

"They would not let you rest, day or night. Stand up, sit down, stand up, sit down. Don't sleep. Don't lie
on the floor," one prisoner said through a translator. The detainees were also forced to listen to rap
artist Eminem's "Slim Shady" album. The music was so foreign to them it made them frantic, sources
said.

Contacted after the completion of the ABC News investigation, CIA officials would neither confirm nor
deny the accounts. They simply declined to comment.

The CIA sources described a list of six "Enhanced Interrogation Techniques" instituted in mid-March
2002 and used, they said, on a dozen top al Qaeda targets incarcerated in isolation at secret locations on
military bases in regions from Asia to Eastern Europe. According to the sources, only a handful of CIA
interrogators are trained and authorized to use the techniques:

1. The Attention Grab: The interrogator forcefully grabs the shirt front of the prisoner and shakes him.

2. Attention Slap: An open-handed slap aimed at causing pain and triggering fear.



3. The Belly Slap: A hard open-handed slap to the stomach. The aim is to cause pain, but not internal
injury. Doctors consulted advised against using a punch, which could cause lasting internal damage.

4. Long Time Standing: This technique is described as among the most effective. Prisoners are forced to
stand, handcuffed and with their feet shackled to an eye bolt in the floor for more than 40 hours.
Exhaustion and sleep deprivation are effective in yielding confessions.

5. The Cold Cell: The prisoner is left to stand naked in a cell kept near 50 degrees. Throughout the time
in the cell the prisoner is doused with cold water.

6. Water Boarding: The prisoner is bound to an inclined board, feet raised and head slightly below the
feet. Cellophane is wrapped over the prisoner's face and water is poured over him. Unavoidably, the gag
reflex kicks in and a terrifying fear of drowning leads to almost instant pleas to bring the treatment to a
halt.

According to the sources, CIA officers who subjected themselves to the water boarding technique lasted
an average of 14 seconds before caving in. They said al Qaeda's toughest prisoner, Khalid Sheik
Mohammed, won the admiration of interrogators when he was able to last between two and two-and-
a-half minutes before begging to confess.

"The person believes they are being killed, and as such, it really amounts to a mock execution, which is
illegal under international law," said John Sifton of Human Rights Watch.

The techniques are controversial among experienced intelligence agency and military interrogators.
Many feel that a confession obtained this way is an unreliable tool. Two experienced officers have told
ABC that there is little to be gained by these techniques that could not be more effectively gained by a
methodical, careful, psychologically based interrogation. According to a classified report prepared by the
CIA Inspector General John Helgerwon and issued in 2004, the techniques "appeared to constitute cruel,
and degrading treatment under the (Geneva) convention," the New York Times reported on Nov. 9,
2005.

It is "bad interrogation. | mean you can get anyone to confess to anything if the torture's bad enough,”
said former CIA officer Bob Baer.

Larry Johnson, a former CIA officer and a deputy director of the State Department's office of
counterterrorism, recently wrote in the Los Angeles Times, "What real CIA field officers know firsthand
is that it is better to build a relationship of trust ... than to extract quick confessions through tactics such
as those used by the Nazis and the Soviets."

One argument in favor of their use: time. In the early days of al Qaeda captures, it was hoped that
speeding confessions would result in the development of important operational knowledge in a timely
fashion.

However, ABC News was told that at least three CIA officers declined to be trained in the techniques
before a cadre of 14 were selected to use them on a dozen top al Qaeda suspects in order to obtain



critical information. In at least one instance, ABC News was told that the techniques led to questionable
information aimed at pleasing the interrogators and that this information had a significant impact on
U.S. actions in Iraq.

According to CIA sources, Ibn al Shaykh al Libbi, after two weeks of enhanced interrogation, made
statements that were designed to tell the interrogators what they wanted to hear. Sources say Al Libbi
had been subjected to each of the progressively harsher techniques in turn and finally broke after being
water boarded and then left to stand naked in his cold cell overnight where he was doused with cold
water at regular intervals.

His statements became part of the basis for the Bush administration claims that Iraq trained al Qaeda
members to use biochemical weapons. Sources tell ABC that it was later established that al Libbi had no
knowledge of such training or weapons and fabricated the statements because he was terrified of
further harsh treatment.

"This is the problem with using the waterboard. They get so desperate that they begin telling you what
they think you want to hear," one source said.

However, sources said, al Libbi does not appear to have sought to intentionally misinform investigators,
as at least one account has stated. The distinction in this murky world is nonetheless an important one.
Al Libbi sought to please his investigators, not lead them down a false path, two sources with firsthand

knowledge of the statements said.

When properly used, the techniques appear to be closely monitored and are signed off on in writing on
a case-by-case, technique-by-technique basis, according to highly placed current and former intelligence
officers involved in the program. In this way, they say, enhanced interrogations have been authorized
for about a dozen high value al Qaeda targets -- Khalid Sheik Mohammed among them. According to the
sources, all of these have confessed, none of them has died, and all of them remain incarcerated.

While some media accounts have described the locations where these detainees are located as a string
of secret CIA prisons -- a gulag, as it were -- in fact, sources say, there are a very limited number of these
locations in use at any time, and most often they consist of a secure building on an existing or former
military base. In addition, they say, the prisoners usually are not scattered but travel together to these
locations, so that information can be extracted from one and compared with others. Currently, it is
believed that one or more former Soviet bloc air bases and military installations are the Eastern
European location of the top suspects. Khalid Sheik Mohammed is among the suspects detained there,
sources said.

The sources told ABC that the techniques, while progressively aggressive, are not deemed torture, and
the debate among intelligence officers as to whether they are effective should not be underestimated.
There are many who feel these techniques, properly supervised, are both valid and necessary, the
sources said. While harsh, they say, they are not torture and are reserved only for the most important
and most difficult prisoners.



According to the sources, when an interrogator wishes to use a particular technique on a prisoner, the
policy at the CIA is that each step of the interrogation process must be signed off at the highest level --
by the deputy director for operations for the CIA. A cable must be sent and a reply received each time a
progressively harsher technique is used. The described oversight appears tough but critics say it could
be tougher. In reality, sources said, there are few known instances when an approval has not been
granted. Still, even the toughest critics of the techniques say they are relatively well monitored and
limited in use.

Two sources also told ABC that the techniques -- authorized for use by only a handful of trained CIA
officers -- have been misapplied in at least one instance.

The sources said that in that case a young, untrained junior officer caused the death of one detainee at a
mud fort dubbed the "salt pit" that is used as a prison. They say the death occurred when the prisoner
was left to stand naked throughout the harsh Afghanistan night after being doused with cold water. He
died, they say, of hypothermia.

According to the sources, a second CIA detainee died in Irag and a third detainee died following harsh
interrogation by Department of Defense personnel and contractors in Irag. CIA sources said that in the
DOD case, the interrogation was harsh, but did not involve the CIA.

The Kabul fort has also been the subject of confusion. Several intelligence sources involved in both the
enhanced interrogation program and the program to ship detainees back to their own country for
interrogation -- a process described as rendition, say that the number of detainees in each program has
been added together to suggest as many as 100 detainees are moved around the world from one secret
CIA facility to another. In the rendition program, foreign nationals captured in the conflict zones are
shipped back to their own countries on occasion for interrogation and prosecution.

There have been several dozen instances of rendition. There have been a little over a dozen authorized
enhanced interrogations. As a result, the enhanced interrogation program has been described as one
encompassing 100 or more prisoners. Multiple CIA sources told ABC that it is not. The renditions have
also been described as illegal. They are not, our sources said, although they acknowledge the
procedures are in an ethical gray area and are at times used for the convenience of extracting
information under harsher conditions that the U.S. would allow.

ABC was told that several dozen renditions of this kind have occurred. Jordan is one country recently
cited as an "emerging" center for renditions, according to published reports. The ABC sources said that
rendition of this sort are legal and should not be confused with illegal "snatches" of targets off the
streets of a home country by officers of yet another country. The United States is currently charged with
such an illegal rendition in Italy. Israel and at least one European nation have also been accused of such
renditions.

Article found at: http://abcnews.go.com/B/otter/lnvestigation/story?id=1322866&singlePage=true



